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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S. C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The responses filed on February 25, 2004 and March 19, 2004 have been 
received. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 

patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 

the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 

inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 

Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 

and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 

later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 

35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a). 
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3. Claims 42-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Traise, pn 5,853,117 (hereafter Traise '117). 

Traise '117 discloses an apparatus (e.g., see Fig. 7) with almost every structural 
limitation of the claimed invention including a strip of "tickets"; and a separator/drive 
module comprising a rotary separator member (e.g., 8), a first ticket drive device (e.g., 
12, 14), a second ticket drive device (e.g., 30, 32), and a controller (e.g., "C"), wherein 
the controller is of a configuration that is fully capable of performing the recited function 
set forth in the last paragraph of claims 43 and 46. Traise '117 does not explicitly 
disclose a housing as claimed including an inlet opening and an outlet opening. 
However, the Examiner takes Official notice that such housings are old and well known 
in the art and provide various well known benefits including protecting the operating 
structure from the environment while permitting work to pass therethrough. Hartman, 
pn 4,716,799 and Pfeiffer, pn 4,949,606 disclose just some examples of the various 
known housing configurations. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to provide such a housing on the apparatus disclosed by Traise 
'1 17 for the well known benefits including those described above. 

Further regarding claims 42 and 49, if it is argued that Traise '1 17 does not 
explicitly disclose the configuration of the separator member, specifically that it is helical 
shaped, the Examiner takes Official notice that such blade configurations are old and 
well known in the art and provide various well known benefits including facilitating a 
progressive interaction with the workpiece to reduce the stress on the blade and the 
blade drive structure and thus to provide for a smooth, efficient cutting/separating 
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operation. Traise '117 provides at least one example of such helical shaped blades. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to make the 
edge of the rotary breaker bar (e.g., 80) of Traise '117 helical shaped for the well known 
benefits including those described above. 

4. Claims 2, 7, 8, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Burr, pn 5,222,624 in view of Bittner et al., pn 5,290,033 and Traise, 
pn 5,853,117. 

Burr '624 discloses an apparatus with almost every structural limitation of the 
claimed invention including a housing (e.g., 12), a currency acceptor device (e.g., 22), 
and credit display means (e.g., 30), but lacks (a) a detector means for detecting a 
winning amount displayed on a ticket, (b) a credit means for increasing the number of 
credits corresponding to the winning amount, and (c) the specific type of dispensing 
means including a separator member, wherein the separator member includes at least 
one dull helical separator member. 

Regarding (a) and (b), the Examiner takes Official notice that such detector 
means and credit means are old and well known in the art as evidenced by Bittner and 
provide various known benefits including providing a self-operating device that does not 
require the attention of a salesperson. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to provide the claimed detector means and credit means 
on the apparatus of Burr for the well known benefits including those described above. 

Regarding (c), Burr discloses a rotary bursting wheel (e.g., 152) for separating 
the tickets along the perforation line and thus lacks the specific separator member 
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configuration. Traise '117 discloses such a separator member (e.g., see Fig. 7) and 
teaches that such a configuration achieves higher throughput, improved reliability and 
longer life for the system. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to provide the specific separator member configuration of Traise '117 on 
the apparutus of Burr for the reasons taught by Traise '117 including those described 
above. 

Regarding claims 2 and 38, if it is argued that Burr does not explicitly disclose the 
specific type of tickets claimed, the Examiner takes Official notice that such tickets are 
old and well known in the art for various known benefits including providing a desired 
game format. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to provide such types of tickets in the apparatus of Burr for the well known benefits 
including that described above. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed February 25, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In the second paragraph on page 8 of the response, applicant argues that 
"neither Traise nor Pfeiffer are analogous references." It is respectfully submitted that 
Applicant's argument is not understood. First, Traise '1 17 is being used as the base 
reference, so there is no requirement known for it to be analogous to the claimed 
invention. Second, it is respectfully submitted that both Pfeiffer and Hartmann, which 
are being used as teaching references for their examples of housings with inlet and 
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outlet openings, are considered to be analogous to Traise, which is all that is required. 
Additionally, applicant argues that the web material being dispensed by Traise is not 
game tickets. The Examiner respectfully submits that the material being dispensed in 
Traise meets the limitation "strip of tickets" to the extent claimed; that is, it is a strip of 
material in which individual "tickets" are delineated by lines of weakness. The labels in 
Traise are disclosed as being delineated by lines of weakness and are fully capable of 
being used as tickets. 

Regarding applicant's argument at the top of page 9 of the response, the 
Examiner respectfully submits that motivation has been provided to combine the 
references. Certainly, the motivation that housings are used to protect the structure 
inside the housing is among the most basic reasons for providing housings and is 
extremely well known to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

In the paragraph bridging pages 9 and 10 of the amendment, applicant argues 
that Traise is not analogous art. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's 
position and submits that Traise discloses a rotary structure for separating a web having 
delineated lines of weakness. Further, applicant refers to "Col. 5: 19-20" as evidence 
that the smooth breaker bar is not helical. However, it is respectfully submitted that 
such evidence could not be found. The specific shape of the breaker bar is not shown 
or described, but it is believed to be fairly suggested by Traise. 

In the third paragraph on page 10 of the response, applicant argues that Burr and 
Bittner are not properly combinable, particularly since they deal with different types of 
game tickets. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is respectfully submitted that 
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both are directed to dispensing of game tickets and thus the principle of operation of the 
prior art (i.e., dispensing game tickets) would not be changed. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clark F. Dexter whose telephone number is (703)308- 
1404. The examiner can be reached Monday through Friday during normal business 
hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan N. Shoap can be reached on (703)308-1082. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Clark F. Dexter 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3724 



cfd 

August 23, 2004 



